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1:  Comment noted.   

2:  Additional explanation has been added to Section 3.3.and Section 3.4 with respect to the interpretation of the figures in these sections and the meaning of the analysis results.  Mean monthly flows between Hoover and Parker Dams would increase during the interim surplus criteria period as a result of more frequent surplus deliveries (compared to baseline conditions).
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3:  Comment noted.  Additional explanation has been added to Section 3.3 and 
Section 3.4.



4:  Specifically, changes in deliveries are often due to a "discrete" condition, such as the change from normal to shortage conditions.  This can result in a sudden change in the 50th percentile line, as seen in Figure 3.4-5.



5:  The purpose and need of the action is stated correctly. If surplus water is available all Lower Basin States may benefit as their water use needs approach and exceed their allocation. Nevada currently is using surplus water in calendar year 2000 and Arizona will benefit in the future when their need exceeds 2.8 maf.  Reclamation's stated purpose to provide greater predictability allows Reclamation and users to project reservoir conditions and uses several years ahead. This allows users advance knowledge of when surplus will and more importantly will NOT be available. The current AOP decision making does not give basin users predictability regarding surplus designations. The Secretary may use the increased probability of surplus, given certain hydrologic assumptions,  in making his decision regarding the choice of interim surplus criteria.  



6:  See response to Comment 13-5



7:  The water transfers are in the Flood Control Alternative operational modeling used for the FEIS.    



8:  The proposed interim surplus criteria are not intended to provide California only with the amount of water to keep the Colorado river Aqueduct full.  As is currently the case, when the Secretary determines that surplus water is avilable in the lower Colorado River Basin, the surplus water is available to the three Lower Division states as discussed in the Decree in Arizona v. California.  Under the proposed interim  surplus criteria, all three states may avail themselves of surplus water.  Although, all use schedules may not have included unused apportionment available from other states .  Certainly, the Secretary, each year when he develops the AOP and approves water orders, would consider Article II(B)6 of the Decree.




